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RCC Minnesota, Inc. and RCC Atlantic, Inc. (collectively, “Rural Cellular”), by its 

counsel, submits this Petition for Designation as an E.ligible Telecoiiiiiunicatioiis Carrier 

(“ETC”) pursuant to Section 214(e)(2) of the Telecommunications Act of 1934, as amended 

(“Act”), 47 U,S.C. (j 214(e)(2), and Section 54.201 ofthe Federal Communications 

Commission’s (“FCC”) rules, 47 C,,F.,R. (j 54.201., Rural Cellular requests that it be designated as 

eligible to receive all available support from tlie federal Universal Service Fund (“USF”) 

including, but not limited to, support for rural, insular and high-cost areas and low-income 

customers. In support of this Petition, the following is respectfully shown: 

I. Applicable Statutes and Rules 

2. The statutes and rules implicated by tlie instant Petition are as follows: 47 U.S.C. 

$0 153(27), 153(44), 214(e), 253(b), 254(d) 332(c)(A)(3); 47 C.F.R. $9 51.5,54.5,54.,101, 

54.201, 54.207, 54.307, 54.313, and 54.314 



11. Authorization and Service Area 

3. Rural Cellular is a telecommunications carrier as defined in 47 U.,S.C. 0 153(44) 

and 47 C.F.R. 5 51.5, and for the purposes of Part 54 of the FCC’s rules.’ Rural Cellular is 

therefore considered a common carrier under the Act. 

4. RCC Minnesota, Inc. is authorized by tlie FCC as the Personal Communications 

Service canier in the Mancliester-Nasbua-Concord, Iceene and Lebanon, NH Basic Trading 

Areas, and as the Cellular Radiotelephone Service provider in Portsmouth-Dover-Rochester, 

New Hampshire-Maine New England Cellular Marlcet Area RCC Atlantic, Inc. dibla Unicel is 

authorized by the FCC as tlie Cellular Radiotelephone Service provider in New Hampshire Rural 

Service Area 1 - Coos, New Hampshire A map of Rural Cellular’s proposed ETC service area 

is attached hereto as Exhibit A. Rural Cellular is a commercial mobile radio service (“CMRS”) 

provider pursuant to the definition of‘hiobile service” provided in 47 U .3C 5 153(27) Rural 

Cellular provides interstate telecoiiiniunicatioiis services as defined in 47 U.S,.C. 5 254(d) and 47 

C.F.R. 5 54.5. 

5 Rural Cellular has operated continuously in New Hampshire for more than a 

decade. Rural Cellular has constructed a digital network and plans to further upgrade its existing 

facilities in the near future, With high-cost support, Rural Cellular can rapidly expand its 

network to deliver high-quality service to rural areas of New Hampshire, and offer customers a 

viable competitive alternative to incumbent wireline networlts. A grant of this application will 

thus benefit rural citizens in New Hampshire. 

6. Rural Cellular currently provides all the services and functioiialities supported by 

the federal universal service program, enumerated in Section 54.1 Ol(a) of the Commission’s 

47 C.F R. 5 54.1 et seq I 
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Rules, throughout its cellular service area in New Hampshire Upon designation as an ETC, 

Rural Cellular will make available to consumers a universal service offering over its cellular 

network infrastructure, using the same antenna, cell-site, tower, trunking, mobile switching, and 

interconnection facilities used by the company to serve its existing conventional mobile cellular 

service customers As required by law, Rural Cellular will provide service to any customei 

requesting service within the designated ETC service area upon reasonable request See also, 

Exhibit E, attached 

111. The New Hampshire Utilities Commission Has Provided an Affirmative Statement 
That It Does Not Regulate CMRS Carriers. 

7., As a CMRS carrier, Rural Cellular is entitled to seek designation as an ETC.’ 

Section 254(e) of Act, 47 U.S.C.§ 254(e), provides that “only an eligible telecommunications 

carrier designated under section 214(e) shall be eligible to ieceive specific federal universal 

service support.” 47 U.,S,C 5 214(e)., Pursuant to 47 U S ,C,  § 214(e)(6), the Coinmission may, 

upon request, designate as an ETC “a coininon carrier providing telephone exchange service and 

exchange access that is not subject to the ju~isdiction o fa  State Commission.” 

8. In the Section .214(e)(6) Public Notice, the Commission established that a canier 

must demonstrate it “is not subject to tliejurisdiction of a state comn~ission.”~ In its Tiwlfth 

Report ni7d Order in this docket, the Commission stated that where a carrier provides the 

Commission with an “affirmative statement” from the state commission or a court of competent 

jurisdiction that the state lacks jurisdiction to perform the designation, the Commission would 

consider requests filed pursuant to Section 214(e)(6).4 

See Fedel-al-State Joint Board on Universal Service, CC Docket No 96-45? First Report and 2 

Order, 12 FCC Rcd 8776, 8858-59 (1997) (“First Report and Order”). 

Procediims for FCC De.sigizatioii of Eligible Teleconnnin~icntioi~.s Carriers Pzrrsuaizt to Section 
214(e)(6) oftlze Conimzrr~icatioi~s Act, Public Notice, 12 FCC Rcd 22947,29948 (1 997) (“Section 
21 4(e) (6) Pir blic Notice 3. 

Federal-State Joint BonId on Uiiiversal Setvice; Proniotiiig Deployment and Stibscribersltip 4 

in Utiserved and U~iderser-ved Areas. Iiicluditig Tribal and IIiSUlfll- Areas, TweljX Report arid 
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9. On December 5, 2003, the New Hampshire Public Utilities Commission 

(‘WHPUC’’) issued an Order Regarding JiiILclictiaii of the Coirzrnissioii in response to RCC 

Minnesota, Inc. and RCC Atlantic, Inc’s Petition for Designation as an Eligible 

Telecommunications Carrier in the State of New Hampshire, which Rural Cellular originally 

filed with the NIIPUC on June 27,2003. The NHP‘IJC found that it does not have jurisdiction to 

inalce such designations. Specifically, the Commission held: “the Commission does not have 

jurisdiction over any cellular carrier because tlie New Hampshire legislature specifically 

removed cellular carriers from the jurisdiction of this Commis~ion.”~ The NHPUC has clearly 

indicated it does not intend to designate CMRS carriers as ETCs Accordingly, Rural Cellular 

has met its burden to demonstrate that it is “a common carrier providing telephone exchange 

service and exchange access that is not subject to the jurisdiction of a State commission.” 47 

U.S.C.5 214(e)(G) 

IV. Rural Cellular Offers the Supported Services to Qualify for Federal USF Support 

lo., Section 214(e)(l) of the Act and Section 54,201(d) of tlie FCC’s rules provide 

that carriers designated as ETCs shall, tluougliout their service area, (1) offer tlie services that 

are supported by federal universal service support mechanisms either using their own facilities or 

a combination of their own facilities and resale of another carrier’s services, and (2) advertise tlie 

availability of such services and the charges therefore using media of general distribution. 47 

U.S.,C., Q 214(e)(l); 47 C,F.R. Q 54.201(d). The services which are supported by the federal USF 

are: 
1) voice grade access to the public switched network; 
2) local usage; 
i) dual tone multi-frequency signaling or its functional equivalent; 
4) single-party service or its functional equivalent; 
5) access to emergency services; 

Order, a i d  Ftcrfher Notice ofProposed Ruleiiialcing, 15 FCC Rcd 12208, 12264 (2000) 

RCC Miririemta, Iiic., mid RCC Atlantic, Iric,, Petition for Lksigiiatioii a r  an eligible 
Te1ec01~111iii1iicatio1i.s Carrier, Order Regardirig Jwi~sclictioii of the Coriimission, Order No. 
24,245 (December 5,2003) at p.14., A copy of the Order is attached hereto as Exhibit H. 
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6) access to operator services; 
7) access to interexchange service; 
8) access to directory assistance; and 
9) toll limitation for qua l i f~ng  low-income consumers 

47 C.F.R. 8 54.101(a). 

1 l., Rural Cellular is a full-service wireless carrier that now offers all of these 

services, as described in detail below. Rural Cellular has consistently demonstrated its capability 

to offer tlie supported services. Rural Cellular therefore satisfies the requireinents of Section 

214(e)(l) of tlie Act. 

12 Voice Grade Access. Rural Cellular provides voice grade access to the public 

switched network tirough interconnection arrangements with local telephone companies. Rural 

Cellular offers its subscribers this service at bandwidth behveen 300 and 3,000 hertz as required 

by 47 C F.R. 54.101(a)(l), thereby providing voice grade access. 

13. Local Usage. Rural Cellular lias a variety ofrate plans that provide local usage 

consistent with 47 C.F.R. 8 54.101(a)(2). To date, the FCC has not quantified a minimum 

amount of local usage required to be included in a universal service offering, but lias initiated a 

separate proceeding to address this issue As it relates to local usage, the October 1998 NPRM 

sought comment on a definition of the public service package that must be offered by all ETCs. 

Specifically, the FCC sought comment on how much, if any, local usage should be required to be 

provided to customers as part of a universal service ~ f f e r i n g . ~  In the First Report arid Order, the 

FCC deferred a determination on the amount of local usage that a carrier would be required to 

‘ Federal-State .Joint Board oii Universal Service, Gziarii Cellirlar atid Paging, Itic d/b/a 
Gunincell Cotiiniirtiicatioiis Pelitioii for Desigr i aiioii as an Eligible Telecoinrtiirriicatioris Carrier 
in the Tewitoiy ofCzrairz, 17 FCC Rcd 1502, 1506-07 (rei. Jan. 25,2002) (“Guamcell”); 
Federal-State Joitii Board OH Uiiivwsal Sewice, Meriioraiidzrni Opiiiiorz atzd Order arid Fiirtlier 
Noiice of Propmed Rulemaliirig, 13 FCC Rcd 21252 (1998) (“October 1998 N P M ’ ) ;  Federal- 
State Joint Board oii Uiiilarsal Service Order, 17 FCC Rcd 22642, (rei. Nov. 8,2002) (“Referral 
Order”), 

See October 1998 N P M ,  13 FCC Rcd at 21277-21281 
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provide.’ In 2002, the Joint Board did not specifically recommend an amount of local usage, but 

left it to the FCC to decide whether a minimum should be imposed. To date, the FCC has 

determined that when a carrier offers a variety of rate plans containing varying amounts of local 

usage, it meets that local usage requirement.’ 

14., Rural Cellular offers dozens ofrate plans that provide customers with a variety of 

local usage included free of charge. Any minimum local usage requirement established by the 

FCC will be applicable to all designated ETCs, and Rural Cellular will comply with any and all 

minimum local usage requirements adopted by the FCC. 

15, DTMF Signaling., Rural Cellular. provides dual tone multi-frequency (“DTMF”) 

signaling to facilitate the transportation of signaling throughout its network., Rural Cellular 

currently uses out-of-band digital signaling and in-band multi-frequency (“MF”) signaling that is 

functionally equivalent to DTMF signaling, 

16. Single Party Service. “Single-party service” means that only one party will be 

served by a subscriber loop or access line in contrast to a mulli-party line.” Rural Cellular 

provides single party service, as that term is defined in Section 54.101 of the FCC’s rules, See 47 

C F.R. 5 54 101., 

17 Access to Emergency Services. Rural Cellular currently provides 91 1 access to 

emergency services throughout its service area. 

18 Access to Operator Services. Rural Cellular provides customer access to 

operator services. Customers can reach operator services in the traditional manner by dialing 

“0”. 

* See Firsf Report and Order, 12 FCC Rcd at 88 13 

’I See Virginia Celltilar, LLC, FCC 0.3-338, Meriioraiidirni Opinion & Order, released Jail .22, 
2004). Referral Order and RCC Washington Order” 

l o  I d ,  18 FCC Rcd., at X X l O .  

6 



19. Access to Interexchange Services. Rural Cellular has signed interconnection 

agreements with interexchange carriers. These arrangements enable Rural Cellular to provide its 

customers access to interexchange services. Customers may also “dial around” to reach their 

interexchange carrier of choice. 

20. Access to Directory Assistance. Subscribers to Rural Cellular’s services are able 

to dial “41 1” or “555-1212” to reach directory assistance from their mobile phones. 

21 Toll Limitation. Rural Cellular provides toll limitation by utilizing its toll 

blocking capabilities, enabling Rural Cellular to provide toll blocking service for Lifeline 

customers once Rural Cellular is designated an ETC, 

22, The Commission’s Sectiofi 214(e)(6) Public Notice established that a carrier 

requesting designation must certify that i t  offers the supported services “either using its own 

facilities or a combination of its own facilities and resale of another carrier’s services.”“ Rural 

Cellular will provide the supported services using its existing network infrastructure, which 

includes the same mteima, cell-site, tower, trunking, mobile switching, and interconnection 

facilities used by the company to serve its existing conventional ~iiobile cellular service 

customers., 

21. Pursuant to Section 54.201 of the FCC’s rules, 47 C.F,R. 5 54.201, Rural Cellular 

will advertise the availability of each of the supported services detailed above, throughout its 

licensed service area, by media of general distribution., The methods of advertising utilized may 

include newspaper, magazine, direct mailings, public exhibits and displays, bill inserts, and 

telephone directory advertising. In addition, Rural Cellular will advertise the availability of 

Lifeline and Linkup benefits throughout its service area by including mention of such benefits in 

advertising and reaching out to community health, welfare, and employment offices to provide 

information to those people most likely to qualify for Lifeline and Linkup benefits. See also, 

Exhibit E, attached. 

“ Section 214 Public Notice, supra, 12 FCC Rcd at 22949 
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V. Grant of Rural Cellular’s Petition Will Serve the Public Interest 

24. In areas served by non-rural LECs, tlie Commission shall designate Rural Cellular 

as an ETC upon finding that the company ineets tlie nine-point checlclist and that it agrees to 

advertise the supported services throughout its proposed ETC service a r m i 2  In areas served by a 

rural telephone company, the Coinniission must also find that a grant of ETC status would serve 

the public interest j 3  In numerous cases decided by the FCC and state commissions, the answer 

has been in the affirmative, including several involving Rural Cellular and its  affiliate^.'^ 

” 

(Mississippi), 

l 3  See 47 U.,S C Ej 214(e)(2). 

”’ See, e g., Alaska Digitel, L.L.C. Order Granting Eligible Teleconiiiiirliicatioiis Carrier Statlrs 
and Requiring Filings, Docket U-02-39, Order No., 10 (August 28, 2003) (“Ala.slca Digitel 
Order ”), 12lidwe.sf Wirekss Com~iiti~~icntior~s. LLC Petitiori for. Desigriatioil as  nrt Eligible 
Teleconzniirriicntioiis Carrier i n  hfirzizesofn, Order af$rritiiig ilrlriiiiti.strati~~e L,aw Judge Fiiidiiigs 
ofFact, Coiicliisioiis of Law and Recoriiiiie~z~latiort, OAH Doclcet No, 3-2500-4980-2, PUC 
Docket No. PT6153/AM-02686 (March 19,2003) (Midwest Miririesota Order); We,sterii Wireless 
Corporation Petition for Desigriatioit a s  an Eligible Teleconiniuiiicatioils Carrier in the State o j  
Wyoiiiiizg,16 FCC Rcd 48, 55 (2000) (“Wesfern PVirelers”), afi’d, 24 CR 1216 (Oct. 19, 2001) 
(“Western Wire1es.s Recon. Order”); Smith Bagley, hic., Final Order, Utility Case No., 3026 
(Feb. 19,2002) (New Mexico); Smith Bagley, hzc., Docket No., 7-02556A-99-0207 (Az. COT. 
Conim. Dec. 15,2000) (“SBIArizona ETC Order”); Midwest Wireless Iowa, L.L.,C., Docket No. 
199 IAC 39.2(4) (Iowa Util. Bd. .July 12, 2002) (“Mzdwesst Iowa Order”); RFB Cellular, Inc., 
Case No U-13145 (Mich. P ,S  C. Nov. 20,2001) (“RFB &ficltigait Order”); RCC Washingtoit 
Order, supra; Celliilar South L,iceiz.se, Iiic., DA 02-33 17 (W.C.B., rel. Dee. 4, 2002) (YMlzilar 
Sozith Alabania Order”); RCC Holdings, IIIC , DA 02-3181 (W.C.B. rei. Nov,. 25,2002) (“RCC 
Alabama Order”); Piiie Belt Celhlnr, Iizc. and Pine Belt PCS, Iitc., 17 FCC Rcd. 9589 (rel. May 
24, 2002) (“Pine Belt ETC Order”); N E  Colorado Cellular. IIIC., Doclcet No. 00A-3 15T (Dec. 
21, 2001) (Colorado); Miiirtesota Cellirlar Corporation ‘s Petition for De.sigizatiorz a.s aiz Eligible 
Telecontriitcr~icatioiis Carrier, Docket No,  P5695M-98-1285 (Oct. 27, 1999) (Minnesota); RCC 
Miizriesota, IIIC., Request, for Desigiiation as art Eligible Teleco~i~ntiiiticatio~~s Carrier, Order, 
Doclcet No. 2002-344 (Maine PUC, May 13,2003) (“‘RCC Maine Order”); RCC Holdiiigs, 6zc. 
d/b/a Uiiicel , Doclcet No. 02-UA-533 (Mississippi Public Service Commission, Dec. 2,2002) 
(“RCChfissi.rsippi Order ”), RCC Atlaritic, Ilzc., Docket No. 591 8 (Vermont Public Service 
Board, Final Order Entered June 26,2003) C‘RCC Verniont Order’y, RCCMinizesota, IIZC.,, 
Doclcet No. OAH Doclcet No. 3-2500-15169-2, PUC Doclcet No,, PT6182,6181/M-02-1503 

See, e.g, Cellular Soirth Liceme.s. I m ,  Docket No,. 01-UA-0451 (Dec. 18, 2001) 
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Because Rural Cellular demonstrates that its petition serves the public interest in rural areas, 

Rural Cellular does not address the Commission’s recent pronouncement in Virginia Cellular 

that it may not always be in the public interest to designate a competitive ETC in non-rural 

areas 15 

25. The public interest is to be determined by following guidance provided by 

Congress in adopting the Telecommunications Act of 1996 (“1996 Act”) and the FCC in its 

enabling orders.16 The overarching principles embodied in the 1996 Act are to “promote 

competition and reduce regulation ... secure lower prices and higher quality services ..and 

encourage tlie rapid deployment of new telecoimunications te~lmologies.”’~ In its iinplemenling 

orders, the FCC ruled that tlie pro-competitive and deregulatory directives from Congress 

required universal service support meclianisms to be competitively neutral and portable among 

eligible carriers 

26, The FCC must determine whether designation of Rural Cellular as an ETC will 

promote tlie principles embodied in the 1996 Act, specifically tlie goal of ensuring that 

(Minnesota Public Utilities Commission, June 30,2003) (“RCCMiiinesota Order”), US Celhdar 
Washingtoit Order, supra; US Cellular Wiscoiisiii Order, supra; and, US Cellular Iowa Order! 
s11pra. 

Virginia Celliilnr Order, supra, at para. 27 

l 6  Pub. L. No. 104-104, 110 Stat. 56 (1996); See abo, First Report atid Order, sirpro; 
Fecleral-State Joirit Board oii Uriiiersnl Service, Niiitli Report arid Order a i d  Eigliteeiith Order 
on Recoi~siderutio~i, 14 FCC Rcd. 20432,20480 (rei. Nov. 2, 1999) (“Niiith Report aid Order”); 
Fozrrteeiith Report arid Order, stlpra, See ako  N M C P  v, FPC, 425 U.,S. 662, 669 (1976); 
accord, e.g.., Ofice olC0i)iiiiiiiiicatioii ofthe United Cliurch ojCliri,st v FCC, 707 F.2d 1413, 
1427 (D.C. Cir. 1983); Biliiigttul Bicultural Coalition 011 Mass Media, Iiic. 11. FCC, 595 F.,2d 
621,628 & n.22 ( D , C  Cir. 1978). 

17 Id (preamble) 

Fiist Report aiid Order, sirpin, 12 FCC Rcd at 8801, 8861-62; Niiith Report aiid Orclei, 18 

sitpra, 14 FCC Rcd at 20480. 



coiismers in rural, insular, and high-cost areas “have access to telecommunications and 

information services, including interexchange services and advanced telecommunications and 

information services, that are reasonably comparable to those services provided in urban areas 

and are available at rates that are reasonably comparable to rates charged for similar services in 

urban areas.”” 

27., In considering whether Rural Cellular’s designation will bring new and cost- 

effective services to rural areas, the FCC may properly weigh the public cost against the public 

benefits. The Minnesota Public Utilities Coininissioii used such a balancing test in its analysis of 

Minnesota Cellular’s application for ETC designation, determining that the petitioner had 

produced credible evidence of its intent and ability to offer service and the benefits to Minnesota 

consumers.20 The benefits to consumers were weighed against costs, which the ILtCs mostly 

claimed to be costs to their business 

A. 

3 1 

Increased Consumer Choice and Service Quality. 

Designation of Rural Cellular will advance uiiiversal service, promote 

competition and facilitate the provision of advanced communications services to the residents of 

rural New Hampshire. Residents in many rural areas have long trailed urban areas in receiving 

l 9  See 47 U.S.C, 5 254(b)(3). 

See Minnesota Cellzilai- Order, supra, at pp. 16-1 8., See also, Midwest Mimesota Order.; 20 

supra, wherein the Minnesota PUC affirmed its public interest analysis in the Minnesota 
Cellular decision. 

l i  RCC Alabninn Oxler, supra. at 71 32 

See Referral Order.. supra; see also, Federal State Joint Board on Universal Service 
Notice ojProposed Rzilemlcing, ,supra at 11,  IZ, CC Doclcet No., 96-45, FCC 01-13 (released 
February 25, 2003), 

I ,  _ _  
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competitive local exchange service and advanced telecommunications services. In many rural 

areas, no meaningful choice of local exchange canier exists. 

32 To date, a number of wireless carriers have been designated as ETCs in multiple 

~ t a t e s 2 ~  Recognizing the advantages wireless carriers can bring to the universal service 

program, the FCC has found that “imposing additional burdens on wireless entrants would be 

particularly hamiful to competition in rural areas, where wireless carriers could potentially offer 

23 See. e.g., Alaska Digifel, L L ,  C Order Granting Eligible Teleconiiiiiriiicntioiw Carrier Staflts 
mid Requiriizg Filings, Doclcet U-02-39, Order No. 10 (August 28, 2003) (“Alaska Digitel 
Order”) (Alaska), RCCMirmesota, 6 tc  , Doclcet No. UT423033 (Wash, Util. Jt Transp 
Coinm’n Aug. 14, 2002) (“RCC Washingtori Order”); Federal-Sfate Joint Board oii Uitiwrsal 
Sei-vice, Guani Cellttlar a d  Paging, 6ic. d/b/a Gttaiiicell Contniziiiicntiori.s Petition for 
Designation as an Eligible Teleconzriitiiiicatioti,s Carrier. in the Territoiy of Gzranz, 17 FCC Rcd 
1502, 1506-07 (rel. Jan. 25, 2002) (Guam); Cellitlar South Licerise, Inc.,, DA 02-3.317 (W.C.,B. 
rel. Dec, 4, 2002) (“Cellular South Alnbnnia Order”) (Alabama); NE., Colorado Cellitlar; h c . ,  
Doclcet No. 00A-315T (Dec, 21, 2001) (Colorado); Mirinesota Cellular Corporatioii ’s Petitioii 
for De.sigiiatioii a.s aii Eligible Te1econiriiuiiicatioii.s Carrier, Doclcet No, P5695/M-98-1285 (Oct. 
27, 1999) (Minnesota); RCCHolrliizgs, Iiic DA 02-3181 (W.,C.B, rel. Nov. 26,2002) (“RCC 
Alabama Order”) (Alabama); Pine Belt Cellular, Iiic, niid Pine Belt PCS, Itic , 17 FCC Rcd., 
9589 (rel. May 24, 2002) (“Pilie Belt ETC Order”) (Colorado); RFB Cellular, Iiic., Case No. U- 
13145 (Micli., P.S C. N O ~  20, 2001) (“RFB Michigan Order”) (Michigan); Midwest Wireless 
IOMJO, L.L C., Docket No., 199 LAC 39,2(4) (Iowa Util. Bd. duly 12, 2002) ((‘n/liCIvest Iowa 
Order”) (Iowa); Western Wireless Corporation Petitioii for Desigiiafiori a.s a11 Eligible 
Telecomnitriiicntioii,s Carrier in the State of Wyoming, 16 FCC Rcd 48, 55 (2000) (“Western 
Wireless”), a f d ,  24 CR 1216 (Oct., 19, 2001) (“Western Wireless Recon. Order”) (Wyoming); 
Siiziflz Bagley, Inc., Doclcet No T-02556A-99-0.207 (A. Cop. C o r n .  Dec., 15,2000) (“SBI 
Arizoiia ETC Order”) (Arizona); Sinitlz Bagley, IIIC. ,  Fiiznl Order, Utility Case No. ,3026 (Feb., 
19, 2002) (New Mexico); RCC Holdings, Inc., d/b/a Uiiicel , Doclcet No 02-UA-533 (Mississippi 
Public Service Commission, Dec., 2, 2002) (“RCC Mi,ssissippi Order”) (Mississippi); RCC 
Minizesota, 6ic. Request for Designation as ail Eligible Telecon~m~r~~icafio~i,s Carrier, Order., 
Docket No. 2002-344 (Maine PUC, May 13, 2003) (“RCCMaiiie Order”) (Maine); RCC 
Atlantic, Im, Docket No. 5918 (Vermont Public Service Board, Final Order Entered June 26, 
2003) (“RCC Verriiorzt Oicier”) (Vermont); RCC Miriiiesota, IIIC , Doclcet No. OAH Docket No. 
3-2500-15169-2, PUC Doclcet No, PT6182,6181/M-02-1503 (Minnesota Public Utilities 
Commission, Julie 30, 2003) (“RCC Miiinesotn Order”) (Minnesota); Uitifed States Cellzclar 
Corpot-afioii, e f  al., Docket No, UT-970.345 (Third Supplemental Order Granting Petition, Jan., 
27, 2000) (“US Cellttlar Washingtori Order’? (Washington); United States Celltrkir 
Corporafioii, Filial Decision, 8225-TI-102 (Wisconsin, December 20, 2002) (“US Cellular 
Wi,scoiisiii Order”) (Wisconsin); United Stafes Cellular Corporation, et al., , Doclcet No 199 
IAC 39,2(4) (Iowa Util, Bd. January 15, 2002) (“US Celhtlar. Iowa Order.”) (Iowa) 
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service at much lower costs than traditional wireline service.,”24 The FCC recognized this fact in 

its initial decision designating Western Wireless as an ETC in the State of Wyoming, observing: 

“Designation of competitive ETCs promotes competition and benefits consumers in rural and 

high-cost areas by increasing customer choice, innovative services, and new techr~ologies.”~~ 

33. Rural Cellular will use high-cost support to deliver all of these benefits by 

constructing new facilities and improving existing facilities within the state of New I-iampsliire, 

just as it is doing in Vermont, Maine, Minnesota, Washington, and Alabama, states where it is 

currently receiving high-cost support. Rural Cellular projects that it will receive approxiinately 

$228,000 in support during the first year of its designation as an E,TC. With this money, the 

company coininits to construct additional facilities to improve service quality, reduce dead spots, 

and extend telephone service to people who have no choice of telephone provider today. Rural 

Cellular anticipates commencing construction of new facilities that would bring new and/or 

improved wireless services to the communities in  or around the Littleton, Plymouth, Lyne and 

Rollinsford areas in New Hampshire.., Should business conditions cause Rural Cellular to change 

its construction plans, the company will disclose that to the Commission in its annual report of 

how support was used over the past year.26 

34. As Rural Cellular constructs additional cell sites in high-cost areas to improve the 

quality of its radio frequency (‘X“’) signal, its customers will have a greater choice among 

24 First Report and Order, 12 FCC Rcd at 8882-83 

Western Wire& siipra 25 

26 Rural Cellular’s build-out plan may evolve over time in response to consuiner demand., If it 
does, Rural Cellular will explain how and why its plans have changed and that such changes are 
consistent with the company’s coininitnient to fulfill its universal service obligations. This 
commitment is consistent with that which was accepted by the Commission in the Virginia 
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service providers and will receive more reliable service., Some will have the option to receive 

Rural Cellular’s service for the first time. Others will see service quality and reliability 

improvement such that they may choose Rural Cellular’s service instead of ILECs, as opposed to 

confining their use of Rural Cellular’s service to an ancillary communications tool. The company 

has every incentive to meet its commitment because use of such funds in this inanner will 

improve its competitive position in the marketplace. Moreover, it has every incentive to maintain 

or improve reliability and to lower its piices over time because it can only receive high-cost 

support when it has a customer.’’ 

35 ,  Lastly, Rural Cellular will implement its Lifeline and Link-Up programs which 

will offer service to low income consuiners which have not previously had the opportunity to 

afford any choice in telephone service., A cominitinent to reach out to the low income 

community tluougli active participation in the Lifeline and Link Up programs is an essential 

element in demonstrating that the public interest will be served by a grant of this petition. Many 

low inconie persons need a mobile phone and Rural Cellular will offer them the opportunity to 

choose a mobile service plan for the first time. 

B. Health and Safety Benefits. 

36, Similarly, in designating the cellular carrier Smith Bagley, Inc, as an ETC in 

Anizona, the state commission found competitive entry to provide additional consumer choice 

and a potential solution to “health and safety risks associated with geographic isolation.”’* 

Cellular. Order, supra at para. 17 

*’ Lowering of prices has never been an issue in the wireless industry, not to mention that if a 
carrier does not use funding as required, ETC status may be revolted. 

28 Smith Bagley ilrizoria Order, supra, at p. 12. 
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Citizens in rural areas depend on mobile phones more and more to provide critical 

communications needs. 

37. The FCC recognized the important health and safety benefits of a mobile 

telephone in the Virginia Cellular. case.29 It is self-evident that every time Rural Cellular adds a 

cell site or increases channel capacity, the number of completed calls, including important health 

and safety calls, will increase., All wireless carriers are required to implement Phase I1 E-91 1 

service over the next several years, E.-911, which permits a caller to be located and tracked, will 

be useless in areas where RF is weak or non-existent. Thus, for every cell site that Rural Cellular 

constructs, the reliability and performance of Rural Cellular’s E-91 1 service will improve. It 

would be difficult to overstate the important public interest benefit that will be realized by 

supporting improvement to critical wireless infrastructure, 

C. Competitive Response. 

38 One of the principal goals of the 1996 Act was to “promote competition and 

reduce regulation in order to secure lower prices and high-quality services for American 

telecommunications consumers and encourage the rapid deployment of new telecommunications 

techn~logies .”~~ Competition in rural areas increases facilities and spurs development of 

advanced communications as carrieis vie for a consumer’s business 

39. There is no question that if Rural Cellular is designated as an ETC and is ablc to 

compete for local exchange customers, it will s p u ~  a competitive iesponse from affected ILECs 

Service quality and customel servicc will improve New investments in plant will be made High 

speed data (DSL) may be deployed more quiclcly to retain and attract customers Wider local 

29 Virgiiiiu Cellular Order, szipru, at para. 29 

30 See 1996 Act (preamble). 
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calling areas, bundled service offerings, and lower prices overall will be introduced to compete 

with Rural Cellular to retain and attract customers. 

40. The public interest standard under Section 214(e)(2) for designating ETCs in 

territories served by rural telephone companies emphasizes competition and consumer benefit, 

not incumbent protection.. In considering tlie impact that Western Wireless’ ETC designation in 

Wyoming would have on rural telephone companies, the FCC said: 

We do not believe that it is self-evident that rural telephone 
companies cannot survive competition from wireless providers. 
Specifically, we find no merit to the contention that designation of 
an additional ETC in areas served by rural telephone companies 
will necessarily create incentives to reduce investment in 
infrastructure, raise rates, or reduce service quality to consumers in 
rural areas. To the contrary, we believe that competition may 
provide incentives to the incumbent to implement new operating 
efficiencies, lower prices, and offer better service to its 
custoiners. 31 

Further, Congress has mandated that universal service provisions be “conipetitively neutral” and 

“necessary io preserve and advance universal service.,” See 47 1J.S.C. 5253(b). Rural Cellular 

will provide consumers with wider local calling areas, mobile communications, a variety of 

service offerings, liigli-quality service, and competitive rates. By offering customers new 

choices, the incumbent L.ECs will have an incentive to introduce new, innovative, or advanced 

service offerings. 

41. In most rural areas, wireless telephone service is today a convenience, but it will 

not emerge as a potential alternative to wireline service unless high-cost loop support is made 

available to drive infrastructure investment. Indeed, without tlie high-cost program it is doubtful 

that many rural areas would have wireline telephone service even today., Provision of high-cost 

3‘  Westeiii Wireless, rtlpiu, 16 FCC Rcd at 57; See also, RCC Wuskiiigtoii Oirlei at pp 16-17 
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support to Rural Cellular will begin to level the playing field with the incumbent LECs and make 

available for the first time a potential competitor for primary telephone service in remote areas of 

New Hampshire.32 

42. The consumer benefits of designating competitive ETC, are already becoming 

evident. Competitive carriers in, for example, Arizona, Colorado, New Mexico and Mississippi, 

have earmarked high-cost support funds for additional channel capacity, new cell sites, and 

expedited upgrading of facilities from analog to digital, Rural Cellular has added 5 new cell sites 

and a switch upgrade to support E91 1 in Washington. In Alabama and Mississippi, Rural 

Cellular was able to invest in  4 new cell sites and complete switch upgrades. 

4.3,. With high-cost support in New Hampshire, Rural Cellular will have an 

opportunity to improve its network such that customers may begin to rely on wireless service as 

their primary phone, 

D. State and Federal Precedent. 

44. Designation ofRural Cellular as an ETC is consistent with ETC decisions across 

the country. There are now at least thirty cases at the state and federal level where designation of 

a wireless carrier as an ETC in a rural area was found to he in the public interest. Numerous 

state commissions and the FCC have repeatedly found that designating wireless carriers as ETCs 

See, e. g, ,  Midwest Wire1es.s Cort~rtiuriicatior~s, LLC /fLJ’s Firiclirigs ofFact, Coiiclu,siorw of 
LOW, arid Recornrr~er~rlatiori, OAH Docket No, 3-2500-14980-2, PUC Doclcet No. PT6153/AM- 
02-686 (ALJ Dec. 31,2002) at 7137. (“although Midwest Wireless has been successful in 
obtaining conventional cellular customers, it does not currently compete for basic local exchange 
service. Designation of Midwest as an ETC would provide the support necessary to allow 
Midwest to provide.,.,service and to enhance its network so that it can compete for basic local 
exchange service ... Competitioii would benefit consumers in southem Minnesota by increasing 
customer choice (from no choice in most areas to more than one) and providing services made 
possible by wireless tecluiologies.”) 

32 
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will promote competition, advance universal service, and further the deployment of advanced 

services. For example, in its decision to designate RCC Minnesota, Inc. as an ETC, the 

Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission stated: “Granting ETC designation to RCC 

will facilitate the telecommunications choices available to rural citizens, support the growth of 

new technologies and services, preserve and advance universal service, and promote competition 

and the benefits it brings.”33 More recently, in designating Alaska Digitel, LLC as an ETC in 

Alaska, the Regulatory Commission of Alaska held that, “Granting the application will also 

provide customers more choices for meeting their communications needs ..... customers will also 

have a choice in local calling areas, including an option for a wider local calling area than 

offered by the Similarly, in its decision designating Western Wireless as an ETC 

in the State of Wyoming, the FCC held: “’Designation of competitive ETCs promotes 

competition and benefits consumers in rural and high-cost areas by increasing customer choice, 

innovative seiviccs, and new technologies ”35 

45 A iecent state ETC proceeding involving US Cellular, the Wisconsin Public 

Service Commission held: 

The Coinmission finds that designating US Cellular as an ETC in areas served by 
rural companies will increase competition in those areas and, so, will increase 
consumer choice ,.. Further, designation of another ETC may spur ILEC 
infrastructure deployment and encourage furfher efficiencies and productivity 
gains. Additional infraslruclure deployment, additional consuiner choices, the 
effects of competition, the provision of new technologies, a mobility option and 
increased local calling areas will benefit consumers and improve the quality of 

33 RCC Washington Oirier, supra at 7/68. 

34Ala.slca Digitel Order, .supra at p. 13 

35 Wester17 Wireless, supra n, 26, 16 FCC Rcd at 5 5  (2000); see also Vilgirzia Celhtlar, supra, 
noting that mobility and wider local calling areas benefits the public interest. 
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life for affected citizens of W i ~ c o n s i i i . ~ ~  

Similarly, in designating US Cellular as an ETC in the State of Washington, the Washington 

Utilities and Transportation Commission stated that “rural customers will benefit from the 

increased availability of wireless service These benefits include increased mobility and 

increased level of ~ervice.”~’ 

46. The FCC found that designating Virginia Cellular as an ETC would not 

“dramatically burden” the USF and that Virginia Cellular’s proposal did not constitute “cream 

sl~imniing,”.~~ The FCC also found that USF support for Virginia Cellular would be negligible.39 

47, Here, Rural Cellular’s designation will not burden the USF or result in cream 

slcimming. Rural Cellular estimates that the funds that it would receive annually if it is 

designated as an ETC in New Hampshire’s mral service areas will be approximately $ 228,000, 

less than 007% of the USF, a negligible amount, especially because although all rural consumers 

in Rural Cellular’s New Hampshire service area pay into the universal service system, many 

have yet to see the benefits promised in the 1996 Act., 

48. Rural Cellular’s designation covers all but one rural service area in the state 

(described below) Thus, there can be no question as to so-called “cream skimming.” Rural 

Cellular will offer and advertise its service throughout 100% of its service area, including the 

service areas of all ILECs operating therein, other than one which has a study area that extends 

into area where Rural Cellular is not licensed. 

36 US Cellirlar Wi,scoiisiii Order, supm at p. 8. 

” US Celliilnr Washiiigtoii Order, supra at para, 41 

38 Vrrgiiizn Cellular 7171 31-32. 

39 Id., 11 34., 



E. Service Quality 

49. Grant of Rural Cellula’s petition will bring innovative and unique benefits to 

New Hampshire consumers. Rural Cellula is a regional carrier that serves portions of Maine, 

New Hampshire, New York, Massachusetts and all of Vermont. Rural Cellular’s consumers 

may select regional local calling plans that extend the local calling area to inillions of phones and 

permit a phone to be used in the home mode throughout the region. Rural Cellular employs a 

combination of analog, TDMA and CDMA technologies throughout the region so as to provide 

high quality voice services but also high-seed data. Consumers on Rural Cellular’s system, or 

any compatible system constructed in urban areas, will find the company’s compatible 

technology deployed in many hard to reach areas, 

50. Rural Cellular believes that its network quality in mral areas to be superior based 

upon the number of91 1 calls that are processed and anecdotal evidence fioin the rural 

communities it serves. By completing Rural Cellular’s footprint throughout Vennont, Maine and 

New Hampshire, the FCC will begin to level the playing field between rural lLECs and wireless 

carriers. Consumers in these areas will receive competitive calling plans, with wider local calling 

areas, a choice of equipment and rate plans, at rates that are both affordable and competitive. 

51. Rural Cellular already provides consumers with a high quality service. The 

company employs a regional staff of more than 400 people , including an experienced 

engineering and technical support team that provides on-call emergency support 24 hours a day, 

seven days a week Rural Cellular’s response time to an outage report is normally less than one 

hour. 

52. Rural Cellular’s system is reinforced by the presence of battery backups installed 

at its cell sites, accompanied by generators at more remote and key coinmunication sites, along 
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with a pair of diesel generators at its switch, which are capable of running indefinitely in the 

event of a major electrical outage. In addition, the company has portable generators that can be 

moved to individual cell sites to supplement back-up batteries. Back-up batteries at Rural 

Cellular’s primary cell sites provide at least 4 hours of back-up power, supplemented by 

generators that will run unattended up to several days before refueling is necessary., Because 

individual cell sites are spread out, it is highly unlikely that an electrical outage would affect 

more than two sites simultaneously., In the event of power or other types of fault, the cell sites are 

equipped with alanns that will alert our tecl~icians. Additionally, the sites are monitored 

remotely by the switch should there be a total communications failure at the site. 

53, Rural Cellular’s service has a call completion rate ofroughly 98% during the busy 

hour. Service quality cominents are forwarded to the company’s operations department to enable 

it to monitor network performance and improve custoiner service. The company’s customer 

service representatives inay be reached toll- and airtime-he, 24 hours a day seven days a week, 

Customer service representatives may be contacted througli a number of convenient methods, 

including: (1) visiting any of the company’s seven locally-owned retail/custoiner service 

locations in New Hampshire; (2) a 1-800 toll-free number from any phone; ( 3 )  by dialing ‘”61 1, 

toll and airtime-free, froin their wireless handset; or (4) by contacting our customer care center 

through the e-mail address provided on our web site at www.rccwireless.,com, 

54. Rural Cellular provides high-quality handsets, made by variety of manufactures 

including Sony/Ericsson, Nolcia, Motorola and Samsung that are lightweight, highly portable, 

and easy to use. Customers have the option of purchasing headsets, car adapters, extended 

batteries, and other accessories. 

55. Rural Celliilar will construct new facilities with high-cost support to improve 
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service quality levels to rural New Hampshire consumers. The difference between Rural 

Cellular’s network today and that of wireline carriers is that they have been subsidized for 

decades, and continue to be. As a result, they are capable of providing a high level of service 

quality to consumers they reach. Rural Cellular provides high service quality levels in every area 

where it has strong signal strength., 

56.. Just like ILECs, there are many areas where Rural Cellular would like to provide 

service but cannot without support. If designated, Rural Cellular commits to extend service to 

customers upon reasonable request. When ILECs began serving New Hanipshire, most of the 

state did not have service. They had an opportunity to extend service to rural areas. Rural 

Cellular requests that same opportunity,. In areas where signal strength is weak and where no 

business plan supports construction of new facilities, and Rural Cellular will use high-cost 

support to construct facilities to improve signal strength and serve coiisuiners with top quality 

mobile service that urban consumers enjoy today. 

G. Regulatory Compliance Matters. 

57. Rural Cellular is familiar with the regulatory compliance matters discussed in 

Virginia Cellular. It is also familiar with the subject generally, as the Vermont Public Service 

Board has retained several regulatory compliance items to ensure that Rural Cellular is using 

high-cost support funds properly and provides quality service, 

5 8 .  Although the question whether the Conlmission has the authority to impose such 

conditions on CMRS carriers is under review, Rural Cellular will commit to the conditions 

outlined in Virginia Cellular in this pr~ceeding.~’ Rural Cellular has committed to the CTIA 

‘O See, e.g., Petition for Recoilsideration ofthe Virginia Cellular Order, seeking reconsideration 
of the Commission’s imposing certain regulatory conditions, filed by several interested parties, 
including Rural Cellular., Rural Cellular agrees to those conditions in this case because the 
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Consumer Code For Wireless Service and will do so here. In sum, Rural Cellular will file reports 

with the Commission consistent with those required of Virginia Cellular so that the Commission 

can be appropriately advised that Rural Cellular has used high-cost support lawfully, will use it 

lawfully in the hture, is responding to consumer requests for service, and has delivered high 

quality of sei-vice.,“’ 

59. Rural Cellular has provided specific facts demonstrating that a grant of its petition 

will serve the public interest. For all of the above reasons, the public interest would be served by 

the designation of Rural Cellular as a competitive ETC throughout its requested service area. 

VI. Rural Cellular Requests Redefintion in the Granite State Telephone Service Area. 

60,. Granite State Telephone (“Granite”) has noncontiguous service area located 

outside of Rural Cellular’s FCC-licensed territory. Therefore, Rural Cellular requests the FCC 

redefine Granite’s service area pursuant to Section 54.207(c) of the FCC’s rules. Service are 

redefinition is necessary in order to facilitate competitive entry and advance universal service for 

those customers of Rural Cellular living in Granite’s service area., 

61. Rural Cellular requests the FCC to classify each Granite wire center listed on 

Exhibit D as a separate service area. Once the FCC establishes redefined service areas for 

Granite, either the FCC or Rural Cellular may file a petition requesting the NHPUC to concur 

with the state’s redefinition. 

Commission’s Virginia Celltilor. Order has not been stayed pending review. 

“’ For a detailed list of commitments made by Virginia Cellular, please .see Virginia Cellular 
Order., supra at para. 46. 
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62. In considering the redefinition of a rural LEC service area, the FCC must take into 

account the recommendations of the Joint Board. In the Recoi?tnzeiided Deci,sioii4’ that laid the 

foundation for the FCC’s First Report aid Order, the Joint Board recommended that state 

commissions consider three issues when redefining a service area. 

63, First, the Joint Board noted that redefining ETC service areas below the study 

area level may create the potential for “cream skimming,” which could occur if a competitor 

proposed to only serve the lowest-cost exchanges”43 There is no possibility for cream skimming 

in this case because Rural Cellular is restricted to providing service in those areas according to 

where it is licensed by the FCC, Rural Cellular is not picking and choosing among Granite’s 

exchanges., On the contrary, Rural Cellular has based its requested ETC area solely on its 

licensed service area Moreover, as of May 2002, all rural ILECs were required to select among 

the three paths adopted in the Fotn-teeitth Report aitcl Order for the disaggregation and targeting 

of high-cost support below the study area level. When support is no longer averaged across an 

incumbent LEC’s study area, a competitor no longer has the incentive or ability to enter into 

incumbent LEC service territories in an uneconomic manner.,44 

64. Second, the Joint Board emphasized the special status of rural carriers under the 

1996 In deciding whether to designate Rural Cellular as an ETC, the FCC will weigh 

numerous factors and will consider how the public interest is affected by an award of ETC status 

pursuant to 47 U.S.C. $ 214(e)(2). Accordingly, if the FCC finds that Rural Cellular’s ETC 

42 Federal-State Joint Board or] Urziver,sal Service, Reconzi~zeitded Decision, 12 FCC Rcd 87 
(1 996) (“Recoiiirizerzdecl Decision”). 

43 Recoiiu7ierided Dechioit, 12 FCC Rcd at 179-80 

O4 See Foiirteeitth Report arid Order, siipra, 16 FCC Rcd at 11302 

” See Recor~zr~iertded~eci,siort, 12 FCC Rcd at 180 
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designation is in the public interest, the special status of the rural carriers will have been 

considered for purposes of determining whether Rural Cellular’s service area designation should 

be adopted for federal universal service hnding purposes. Further, Rural Cellular notes that no 

action in this proceeding will affect or prejudge any future action the FCC or NHPUC may take 

with respect to the LECs’ status as a rural telephone company or disturb the “rural exemption” 

contained in Section 251 ofthe Act 

65.  Finally, the Joint Board recommended that the FCC and state commissions 

consider tlie administrative burden a rural LEC would face by calculating its costs on a basis 

other than its entire study area”46 hi the instant case, Rural Cellular is proposing to redefine rural 

LEC service areas solely for ETC designation purposes. Service area redefinition for ETC 

purposes will in no way impact tlie way the Rural LECs calculate their costs, but it is solely to 

determine the area in which Rural Cellular is to be designated as an ETC. Accordingly, 

redefinition of the Rural LECs’ service areas as proposed in this Petition will not impose any 

additional burdens on the Rural LECs. Although Rural Cellular does not agree with the FCC’s 

findings in Virginia Cellular,’@ Rural Cellular submits that in this instance it meets the FCC’s 

criteria in its analysis of population density as a means of determining the possibility of cream 

skimming As indicated by the population density figures in the attached Exhibit I, Rural 

Cellular serves the three least populous of Granite State’s four rural wire centers. Based upon 

the FCC’s decision in Virginia Cellular which stated that, “a low population density typically 

41 

46 Id 

LECs may disaggregate their study areas to reallocate high-cost support payments pursuant to 
the FCC’s Foiirteeiitli Reporf mid Order,, See Fourteeritlz Report mid Order, supra, 16 FCC Rcd 
at 11304 11.377. 

41 

48 See, Viigiriia ~e11111ai order, siipra at paras. 34-35 
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indicates a high-cost area,” the population density figures provided here demonstrate that no 

uneconomic support is proposed.49 

VII. High-Cost Certification 

66. Under FCC Rule Sections 54.313 and 54.314, carriers wishing to obtain high-cost 

support must either be certified by the appropriate state commission or, where the state 

commission does not exercise jurisdiction, self-certify with the FCC and the Universal Service 

Administrative Corporation (“USAC’) their compliance with Section 254(e) of the Federal 

Telecommunications Act of 1996. 47 C.F.R $5; 54.31.3, 54.314. Rural Cellular attaches its high- 

cost certification letter as Exhibit F liereto., Rural Cellular respectfully requests that tlie FCC 

issue a finding that Rural Cellular has met tlie high-cost certification requirement and that Rural 

Cellular is, therefore, entitled to begin receiving high-cost support as of tlie date it receives a 

grant of ETC status in  order that funding will not be delayed.” 

VIII. Anti-drug Abuse Certification 

68. Rural Cellular certifies that no party to this petition is subject to a denial of 

federal benefits, including FCC benefits, pursuant to Section 5.301 of tlie Anti-Drug Abuse Act 

of 1988,21 U.S.C. $ 862. See Exhibit G hereto 

Id at para, 34 49 

See, e.g Giraiii Cellular a i d  Paging, Iiic. Petitionfor Waiver ofFCC Ride Section S4 314, CC 
Docket 96-45 (filed Feb. 6,2002) 
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WHEREFORE, pursuant to Section 214(e)(2) of the Act, Rural Cellular respectfiilly 

requests that the Commission, (1) enter an Order designating Rural Cellula as an ETC for its 

requested ETC service area as shown on Exhibit A hereto, and (2) certify to the FCC that Rural 

Cellular will use the support for its intended purpose 

Respectfully submitted, 

RCC Minnesota, Inc. 
RCC Atlantic, Inc. 

B Lynn F Ratnavale 
Ldtas, Nace, Gutieriez & Sachs, Clitd 
11 11 Nineteenth Street, N W Suite 1200 
Washington, D C 20036 

March 12, 2004 
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